Dear Beraie:

Thank you for ledting ae see the enclosed letter (I have a gopy for my
own f£iles). Mithout referring explicitly to ay having ssen it, I suppose
you would ao% object %o my stating that I had heard its substamee froa you.
I don't ses how I can initiate any dissussion with Plough myself. I have re-
peatedly sent him sbstracts, ccples of progress reperts, ond onoe i1 brief
persoaal note, bub have had no reply. It i1z obvlous he waa thorouzhly pre-
oocupiad in Fusobogton and had undue coafidsnce in his assistants.

As you obgarved, there is no longer any essential difference in our
findings. He may still have an interesting aetory with hls odd tripls wtant,
but we will have to uwelt Co see lLiow that settles out.like him, T have a nriordi
objeotions o the idec of unit facter transduction, and s:4)Y prefor the notlion
that amail fragments of chsomosoids ore inwclyed, Theme fragments naed not
correspond to single genes 1ln any sense, axast that we 2o 2ot ordinarily
have more thea one detectable frctor in a fyagment.

Lately, that triple-aromatic smtant (Li-22) hes been giving some faw spon-
tansous reversions tw prototrophy, and I think Norton mzst be having a similar
experiencs, although we did not get them sarlier. This would imply that a single
genetlc change san lead to prototrophy, whather or not these pewersels prove to
be back matations or guppressors. As the aoures of FA is a2 differant strain, LT-2,
from Li-2Z, this msy ke all thai's nseded to jJustify the previous eonclusion
that LA-22 13 indeed a two-step, single-fector mutant,
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